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status 

1 )S Responsive to communication(s) filed on 24 September 2001 . 
2aM This action is FINAL. 2b)n This action is non-final. 

3) 0 Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1 935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G 213 
Disposition of Claims 

4) 13 Claim(s) 1-5 and 16 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) 0 Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) 13 Claim(s) 1-5 and 16 is/are rejected. 
?)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) n Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) n The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)E1 The drawing(s) filed on 30 July 1999 is/are: a)^ accepted or b)^ objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
1 1 )□ The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)^ approved b)^ disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, con-ected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) n The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§119 and 120 

13) n Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 

a)nAII b)n Some*c)n None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 
2.n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. 



3.n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Staqe 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 1 7 2(a)) 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14)n Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 11 9(e) (to a provisional application). 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 
^5)U Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121. 
Attachinent(s) 

1 ) □ Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4, Q ,,,,^,3^ gurrmary (PTOSIS) Paper No(s) 

2 □ Notice of Draftsperson-s Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 5) □ Notice of Inforrrial Pater,t App cation (P^O ' 

3) LI Infomiation Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449) Paper No(s) . 6) □ Other: 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Drawings 

1 . Drawing should be in English. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 

hv?'Inlh 1 t ^^,*?.^.'^!" ^PP'''^^"* P^'^"'' °' 0" an international application 
by ano her who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1). (2). and (4) of section 371(c) of this 
title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

Claims 1, 3-5. and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being clearly 
anticipated by Johansson et al (6,184,609). 

See figs. 1 and 2 and line 63 of column 1 . 

Claim Rejections ' 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Johansson et al (6,184,609). 

Johansson et al (6,184.609) do not disclose using AgPd. 

The court has found that the selection of a known material based on its suitability 
for its intended use is obvious. In re Leshin, 227 F.2d 197. 125 USPQ 416 (CCPA 
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1960). Sinclair & Carroll Co. v. Interchemical Corp., 325 U.S. 327, 65 USPQ 297 
(1945). The Examiner takes Official Notice that AgPd is known as an electrical 
conductor. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to use AgPd for 
the purpose of using its known properties. 

Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments filed 24 September 2001 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. 

The Applicant appears to be trying to claim around the Johansson et al 
(6,184,609), but given the claims broadest reasonable interpretation it still reads on fig. 
2 of the reference. The primary objective of the invention is immaterial in claim 
construction. 

Conclusion 

5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Peter M Medley whose telephone number is 703-305- 
0494. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 8:00 AM to 4:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Nestor Ramirez can be reached on 703-308-1371 . The fax phone numbers 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are 703-305-3432 
for regular communications and 703-305-3432 for After Final communications. 
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Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-308- 
0956. 



PM 

December 2, 2001 




